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Abstract

I present all the details in calculating the posterior distribution of the conjugate
Normal-Gamma prior in Bayesian Linear Models (BLM), including correlated observa-
tions, prediction, model selection and comments on efficient numeric implementations.
A Python implementation is also presented. These have been presented and available
in many books and texts but, I believe, a general compact and simple presentation is
always welcome and not always simple to find. Since correlated observations are also
included, these results may also be useful for time series analysis and spacial statistics.
Other particular cases presented include regression, Gaussian processes and Bayesian
Dynamic Models

1 Preliminaries

This paper is not intended to explain the details of Bayesian regression models [1], fitting
Gaussian processes [5] [4], Bayesian time series (dynamic models) [6] and Bayessian linear
models in general. The cited books should served as a starting point to learn about each
topic, and others. However, very many of the models involved in those topics, and others
related, are based on the same basic calculations, namely, the derivation of the Normal-
Gamma conjugate posterior distribution, the Normal and t predictive and the normalization
constants for model comparisons, in the Bayesian analysis of linear models. This paper
presents, in detail, the basic algebra involved in such derivations. These have been presented
and available in many books and texts, as already said, but, I believe, a general compact
and simple presentation is always welcome and not always simple to find.

Moreover, I include some comments on the efficient numeric evaluation for the required
hyper parameters and a compact Python class with an implementation https://github.

com/andreschristen/BLM. I also include some examples as an illustration.
I include some preliminary results that will be required:
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• The Sherman-Woodbury-Morrison lemma 1. Let E be a n×n and D a k×k invertible
matrices and B n× k and C k × n matrices. Then

(E +BDC)−1 = E−1 −E−1B(D−1 +CE−1B)−1CE−1. (1)

• The matrix determinant lemma2. Let E be a n × n invertible matrix and u and v
n× 1 vectors, then

|E + uv′| = |E| (1 + v′E−1u). (2)

• The multivariate Normal distribution3 [2]. If the (n× 1 column) vector Y ∼ Nn(µ,Σ)
then:

1. The pdf of Y is

f(y) = (2π)−
n
2 |Σ|−

1
2 exp

{
−1

2
(y − µ)′Σ−1(y − µ)

}
.

V (Y ) = Σ is the positive definite covariance matrix and E(Y ) = µ the mean
vector.

2. Marginally, each entry of Y is univariate normal Yi ∼ N(µi, σi,i).

3. If Y = [Y 1,Y 2]
′, Y 1, q × 1 and Y 2, (n− q)× 1 subvectors, the conditional is

Y 1 | Y 2 = y2 ∼ Nq(µ1 +Σ12Σ
−1
22 (y2 − µ2),Σ11 −Σ12Σ

−1
22 Σ12).

4. If B is a q × n matrix and a a q × 1 vector then

BY + a ∼ Nq(Bµ+ a,BΣB′).

• For the multivariate t distribution4, if (n × 1 column) vector Y ∼ T ν
n (µ,D) then its

pdf is

f(y) = π−n
2 |νD|−

1
2
Γ
(
ν+n
2

)
Γ
(
ν
2

) [
1 +

(y − µ)′D−1(y − µ)

ν

]−( ν+n
2 )

,

ν are the degrees of freedom, E(Y ) = µ is the mean vector, D is the dispersion matrix,
and V (Y ) = ν

ν−2
D if ν > 2, otherwise Y does not have second moments.

• If Y ∼ Ga(α, β) (the Gamma distribution), its pdf, in our preferred parametrization,
is

f(y) =
βα

Γ(α)
yα−1 exp{−yβ}I(0,∞)(y).

α is the shape parameter and β is the rate parameter. Here E(Y ) = α
β
and V (Y ) = α

β2 .

• Finnaly, from the Gamma pdf one can see that∫ ∞

0

yα−1 exp{−yβ}dy = β−αΓ(α).

1https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Woodbury_matrix_identity
2https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Matrix_determinant_lemma
3https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Multivariate_normal_distribution
4https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Multivariate_t-distribution
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2 The model, the prior and the posterior

The linear model is
Y = Xθ + ϵ; ϵ ∼ Nn(0, λ

−1Σ). (3)

Where:

• Y is a n× 1 vector of responses.

• X is a n× p design or covariate matrix

• θ is a p× 1 vector of unknown parameters.

• Σ is a n×n variance-covariance matrix, and will be taken as known. The general case
of unknown covariance is not considered here. We let A = Σ−1, the n × n precision
matrix.

• λ is the precision parameter, will be taken unknown and the case of known λ will
be treated as a special case. The usual case is that Σ is a correlation matrix and
V (Y ) = λ−1 is the common variance for all responses. However, Σ may be any
symmetric positive definite matrix, and λ is a “deflation” parameter.

Note: In the Python pyblm implementation I tried to use the similar names for variables,
e.g. X for X, th for θ, la for λ etc.

The conjugate prior is a Normal-Gamma, that is, conditional on λ, θ is N(θ0,A
−1
0 ) and

λ has a Ga(α0, β0) distribution. Namely

π(θ|λ) = (2π)−
p
2λ

p
2 |A0|

1
2 exp

{
−λ

2
(θ − θ0)

′A0(θ − θ0)

}
and

π(λ) =
βα0
0

Γ(α0)
λα0−1 exp {−λβ0} I[0,∞)(λ),

• θ0 is a p× 1 mean vector for the prior.

• A0 is a p× p precision matrix for the prior.

• α0 > 0 and β0 > 0 are the shape and rate parameters of the Gamma prior for λ. In
this parametrization the expected value is α0

β0
.

The model is this, for some responses Y = y

f(y|θ, λ) = (2π)−
n
2 λ

n
2 |A|

1
2 exp

{
−λ

2
(y −Xθ)′A(y −Xθ)

}
and the posterior is this

π(θ, λ|y) = f(y|θ, λ)π(θ|λ)π(λ)
f(y)

(4)
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or, copying everything,

π(θ, λ|y) =K(2π)−
n+p
2 |A|

1
2 |A0|

1
2

βα0
0

Γ(α0)
λ

n
2 λ

p
2λα0−1 (5)

exp

{
−λ

[
β0 +

1

2
((y −Xθ)′A(y −Xθ) + (θ − θ0)

′A0(θ − θ0))

]}
, (6)

where K = f(y)−1, the normalizing constant. The term in the exponential is also a quadratic
form, with some constant, and therefore we should be able to write the posterior as

π(θ, λ|y) ∝ λ
p
2 exp

{
−λ

2
(θ − θn)

′An(θ − θn)

}
λαn−1 exp {−λβn}

for some mean θn vector, matrix An and parameters αn = α0 +
n
2
and βn. If An is positive

definite and βn positive then this is also a Normal-Gamma distribution with parameters
θn,An, αn, βn.

3 The calculations

In this part I prefer to do the calculations by small steps. From (6) we expand the two
quadratic forms

Q = y′Ay − 2y′AXθ + θ′X ′AXθ + θ′A0θ − 2θ′
0A0θ + θ′

0A0θ0.

which we need to turn into

(θ − θn)
′An(θ − θn) + c = θ′Anθ − 2θ′

nAnθ + θ′
nAnθn + c.

1. From terms 3 and 4 in Q, θ′(X ′AX +A0)θ = θ′Anθ. Then

An = A0 +X ′AX.

If X is of full rank then X ′AX is positive definite and since A0 is also positive definite
the An is. However, even if X is not full rank, An may become positive definite. For
example, a design matrix X with colinearity may still be analyzed, using an adequate
prior.

2. From terms 2 and 5 in Q, − 2(y′AX + θ′
0A0)θ = −2θ′

nAnθ. Then

Anθn = A0θ0 +X ′Ay or θn = A−1
n (A0θ0 +X ′Ay). (7)

3. From terms 1 and 6 in Q, c = y′Ay + θ′
0A0θ0 − θ′

nAnθn. Then (6) is

exp

{
−λ

[
β0 +

1

2
(Q+ c)

]}
4



which means that

βn = β0 +
1

2
(y′Ay + θ′

0A0θ0 − θ′
nAnθn) ,

which we need to prove it is always positive. See Section 3.1.

Following [4], for A = I, let θ̂ = (X ′X)−1X ′y, the classic MLE estimator for θ (or the
More-Penrose inverse) and

W = A−1
n X ′X and I −W = A−1

n (An −X ′X) = A−1
n A0,

then
θn = (I −W )θ0 +Wθ̂.

That is, the posterior mean θn is a weighted average between the prior mean θ0 and θ̂.

3.1 Alternative expressions for βn

A very helpful shortcut for calculations is this. Since

Y =Xθ + ϵ; ϵ ∼ Nn(0, λ
−1A−1)

θ =θ0 + ϵ1; ϵ1 ∼ Np(0, λ
−1A−1

0 ),

then, using basic properties of the Normal, Xθ is Normal distribution and

Y = Xθ0 +Xϵ1 + ϵ

and
Y | λ ∼ Nn(Xθ0, λ

−1(A−1 +XA−1
0 X ′)). (8)

The dependency on θ has been removed. The posterior marginal may be calculated directly,
since

π(λ|y) ∝f(y|λ)π(λ)

∝(2π)−
n
2

∣∣A−1 +XA−1
0 X ′∣∣− 1

2
βα0
0

Γ(α0)
λα0+

n
2
−1 (9)

exp

{
−λ

[
β0 +

1

2

(
(y −Xθ0)

′(A−1 +XA−1
0 X ′)−1(y −Xθ0)

)]}
.

This means that, as already seen,

λ|y ∼ Ga(αn, βn)

with αn = α0 +
n
2
as above and

βn = β0 +
1

2

(
(y −Xθ0)

′(A−1 +XA−1
0 X ′)−1(y −Xθ0)

)
, (10)
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and we have proved that βn = β0 +
1
2
q(y|X,θn,A0,θ0) where

q(y|X,θn,A0,θ0) = y′Ay + θ′
0A0θ0 − θ′

nAnθn

=(y −Xθ0)
′(A−1 +XA−1

0 X ′)−1(y −Xθ0).

This hints at that βn is indeed positive, if (A−1 + XA−1
0 X ′)−1 is positive definite. The

equivalence between the above two expressions may be established by shear matrix algebra
and using the Sherman-Woodbury-Morrison lemma, but the equivalence is already proven
above.

A third very useful expression for βn is found in the following way. Note from (7) that
Anθn = A0θ0 +X ′Ay then

θ′
nAnθn = θ′

nA0θ0 + y′AXθn.

Then

q(y|X,θn,A0,θ0) = y′Ay + θ′
0A0θ0 − θ′

nAnθn

= θ′
0A0θ0 + y′Ay − θ′

nA0θ0 − y′AXθn

− y′AXθn + θ′
nX

′AXθn + y′AXθn − θ′
nX

′AXθn

= (y −Xθn)
′A(y −Xθn) +

θ′
0A0θ0 − θ′

nA0θ0 + y′AXθn − θ′
nX

′AXθn

For the second term we have

θ′
0A0θ0 − θ′

nA0θ0 + y′AXθn − θ′
nX

′AXθn

=θ′
0A0θ0 − θ′

0A0θn + y′AXθn − θ′
nX

′AXθn

=θ′
0A0θ0 − θ′

0A0θn + θ′
nAnθn − θ′

0A0θn − θ′
nX

′AXθn

=θ′
0A0θ0 − 2θ′

0A0θn + θ′
nA0θn − θ′

nA0θn + θ′
nAnθn − θ′

nX
′AXθn

=(θ0 − θn)
′A0(θ0 − θn) + θ′

n(An − (A0 +X ′AX))θn,

where indeed the second term in the last equality is zero since An = A0+X ′AX. Therefore

q(y|X,θn,A0,θ0) = (y −Xθn)
′A(y −Xθn) + (θ0 − θn)

′A0(θ0 − θn) (11)

or

βn = β0 +
1

2
[(y −Xθn)

′A(y −Xθn) + (θ0 − θn)
′A0(θ0 − θn)] ,

which is indeed positive. More importantly, (y−Xθn)
′A(y−Xθn) is the (weighted) sum of

the squared residuals and (θ0−θn)
′A0(θ0−θn) is a kind of penalization for the discrepancy

between the prior and posterior means. Note that

(E[λ|y])−1 =
βn

αn

=
β0 + 1

2
[(y −Xθn)

′A(y −Xθn) + (θ0 − θn)
′A0(θ0 − θn)]

α0 +
n
2

.
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4 The normalizing constant, model evidence and the

posterior predictive and marginal distributions

From (4) the normalizing constant, which, as a function of y is the prior predictive model,
is

f(y) =

∫
f(y|λ)π(λ)dλ.

From (9) we have

f(y) =(2π)−
n
2

∣∣A−1 +XA−1
0 X ′∣∣− 1

2
βα0
0

Γ(α0)

∫
λαn−1 exp {−λβn} dλ

=(2π)−
n
2 |B0|

1
2

βα0
0

Γ(α0)
Γ(αn)β

−αn
n . (12)

where B0 = (A−1+XA−1
0 X ′)−1. Using the expression for βn in (10) it is simple to see that

f(y) = π−n
2

∣∣ν−1
0 B∗

0

∣∣ 12 Γ
(
ν0+n
2

)
Γ
(
ν0
2

) [
1 +

(y −Xθ0)
′B∗

0(y −Xθ0)

ν0

]−( ν0+n
2 )

where ν0 = 2α0 and B∗
0 = α0

β0
B0. This is a non-central multivariate t distribution and

therefore, a priori,
Y ∼ T ν0

n (Xθ0, (B
∗
0)

−1).

For fixed y the more compact form of the normalizing constant in (12) should be used.

4.1 Model comparisons, variable selection

In terms of model comparisons, one would have different design matrices X i and possible
priors for θ, of different dimensions, leading to the normalization constants for each model
f(y|X i); these are called the “model evidence” since the posterior probability of model i is
[3]

f(y|X i)∑M
j=1 f(y|Xj)

.

Assuming that the prior for λ remains the same, the model evidence may be taken as

z(y|X i) = |Bi
0|

1
2 (βi

n)
−αn , (13)

for the obvious definition of βi
n and Bi

0 = (A−1 +X iA
−1
0 X ′

i)
−1. It should also be clear that

when λ is constant we have
z(y|X i, λ) = |Bi

0|
1
2 e−λβi

n .

Using the Sherman-Woodbury-Morrison lemma it is easy to see that

Bi
0 = A−AX i(A

i
n)

−1X ′
iA,

where indeed Ai
n = A0 +X ′

iAX i. When we have independent data, i.e. A = I,

Bi
0 = I −X i(A

i
n)

−1X ′
i,

7



4.2 The predictive distribution

Suppose we want to predict Z, a m× 1 vector of unobserved responses, corresponding to a
m× p matrix of covariates Xm, given the data y. It is more complicated (and interesting)
with correlated data. Using properties of the multivariate Normal, and considering the joint
normal distribution of [Y ,Z]′, conditional on Y = y we have

Z|θ,Y = y, λ ∼ Nm(Xmθ + v′
mA(y −Xθ), λ−1((Am)−1 − v′

mAvm))

where V (Z) = λ−1(Am)−1 the m × m variance-covariance matrix of Z and cov(Y ,Z) =
λ−1vm the n×m matrix of cross covariances of [Y ,Z]′.

Indeed, we already know that

θ|Y = y, λ ∼ Np(θn, λ
−1A−1

n )

and therefore

Z|Y = y, λ ∼ Nm(Xmθn + v′
mA(y −Xθn),

λ−1((Am)−1 − v′
mAvm + (Xm − v′

mAX)A−1
n (Xm − v′

mAX)′)).

(For the conditional mean of Z we use the alternative expression v′
mAy+ (Xm − v′

mAX)θ
to calculate the variance-covariance matrix.) Note that for independent dataA = I,Am = I
and vm = 0 and the expression is far simpler giving

Z|Y = y, λ ∼ Nm(Xmθn, λ
−1(I +XmA

−1
n X ′

m)). (14)

These are already the predictive distributions if λ is known. Let

µm =Xmθn + v′
mA(y −Xθn)

B−1
m =((Am)−1 − v′

mAvm) + (Xm − v′
mAX)A−1

n (Xm − v′
mAX)′

then, following the same calculation as in Section 4, and integrating with respect to the
posterior of λ, we obtain

Z|Y = y ∼ T νm
m (µm, (B

∗
m)

−1), (15)

where νm = 2αn and B∗
m = αn

βn
Bm.

4.3 Posterior marginal distributions

It should be clear that the marginal posterior for λ (indeed, if unknown) is

λ | Y = y ∼ Ga(αn, βn).

To obtain the marginal distribution of the individual parameters θj, we prefer to take a more
general approach. Let T any k × p matrix, then

Tθ | Y = y, λ ∼ Nk(Tθn, λ
−1TA−1

n T ′).

8



This is already the result for λ known. Using the posterior for λ we obtain, as in the previous
section,

Tθ | Y = y ∼ T νm
k

(
Tθn,

βn

αn

TA−1
n T ′

)
.

The special case where T = ej,Tθ = θj is

θj | Y = y ∼ tνn

(
θnj ,

βn

αn

σ2
j,j

)
(16)

where A−1
n = (σ2

i,j).

4.4 Efficient calculations

Assuming, in the common case, that n >> p, then manipulating Σ is the most computation-
ally demanding process. The Cholesky decomposition is performed on the variance-covarince
matrix Σ = LL′. One then does Forward Substitution to solve Lui = ei and these are used
as row vectors to construct U to obtain A = Σ−1 = UU ′ the Cholesky decomposition
of the precision matrix (since Lui = ei then LU ′ = I or U = (L−1)′ and note that
A = (LL′)−1 = (L−1)′(L−1) = UU ′).

Note that in calculating An the unavoidable computational burden is in calculating
X ′AX. One can then solve Anθn = A0θ0 + X ′Ay using LU decomposition, but since
this is only a p × p matrix we might as well simply calculate the inverse. The latter is
in fact a good idea in model comparison or prediction since A−1

n is required, see (14), for
example. We do the Cholesky and inverse decomposition of An for all calculations. Since
many calculations involve X ′AX it is a good idea first calculate H = UX and use it in all
calculations.

In the case of model comparisons, see (13), the determinant ofBi
0 = (A−1+X iA

−1
0 X ′

i)
−1

is required. Here use the Sherman-Woodbury-Morrison result to see that

Bi
0 = A−AX i(A0 +X ′

iAX i)
−1X ′

iA = A−AX i(A
i
n)

−1X ′
iA.

From this we may use the matrix-determinant lemma, assuming the Cholesky decomposition
of (A0 +X ′

iAX i)
−1 = (Ai

n)
−1 = Li

n(L
i
n)

′ (this is only pi × pi)

|Bi
0| =

∣∣A−AX i(A
i
n)

−1X ′
iA

∣∣
=
∣∣A− (AX iL

i
n)(AX iL

i
n)

′∣∣
=|A|(1− (AX iL

i
n)

′A−1(AX iL
i
n))

=|A|(1− (Li
n)

′(X ′
iAX i)(L

i
n)).

This should save computational burden since it is no longer required to calculate the deter-
minant of the n× n matrix Bi

0.
Finally, in the case of predictive distributions, it is requiered to calculate

B−1
m = ((Am)−1 − v′

mAvm) + (Xm − v′
mAX)A−1

n (Xm − v′
mAX)′

9



Using the already available Cholesky decomposition of A = U ′U , let am = Uvm and then
hm = (Xm − a′

mUX)Ln

B−1
m = ((Am)−1 − a′

mam) + hmh
′
m.

5 Particular cases

5.1 Regression: formulae

The general formulas for regression are outlined in Table 5.1. We include an example of a
regression, simulating values from

yi = 1 + sin(2πxi) + σei; ei ∼ N(0, 1),

for xi = i/n; i = 1, 2, . . . , n, n = 40 and σ = 0.1. We attempt the regressions

Y = Xpθ
p + ϵ

as in (3) with uncorrelated data, i.e. Σ = I. The rows of the design matrix are com-
posed with Xp = (ϕp(xi)) with the regressor function ϕp(x) = [1, x, x2, . . . , xp−1] and
θp = [θ0, θ1, . . . , θp−1]

′. For p = 1, 2, . . . , 6 the regressions are performed, also calculating
the posterior probability of each model; see Figures 1, 2 and 3. For the prior, θp

0 = 0 and
Ap

0 = 0.001I, that is, the prior precision is 0.1% of the data precision (diffuse prior). α0 = 1
and β0 = 1.

5.2 Gaussian processes (GP)

GP models have many applications and represent a complex topic [5]. The basics of the
Bayesian analysis of GP’s is this. With univariate response, we have a set of observations
or measurements (or computer model evaluations) y(xi) at some points or locations i =
1, 2, . . . , n for xi ∈ D in some domain. Let ϕ : D → Rp be some regressor function as
in Section 5.1; commonly ϕ(x) = [1, x1, x2, . . . , xp], the point coordinates. Let the design
matrix be X = (ϕ(xi)) and the response vector y = (y(xi))

A very important aspect of GP is its covariance structure (indeed A ̸= I). For stationary
isotropic covariance the covariance is assumed as cov(y(xi), y(xj)) = λ−1k(d(xi,xj)), where
k is a positive defined correlation function [5]; d is a metric in D. From this, the covariance
matrix Σ is formed. The idea is to use the predictive distribution y(x) at any location x ∈ D
as a predictor of the underlying process or function. One uses the Normal predictive (14),
if λ is known, or otherwise the t predictive (15). Note that in any case, translating to this
context, the mean is

µ(x) = ϕ(x)θn + v(x)′A(y −Xθn),

where v(x)′ = [k(d(x,xi))]. If k is continuous at zero, the predictor is an interpolator, that
is µ(xi) = y(xi) with zero variance; see Figure 4.

To build a smoother one includes a discontinuity of k at zero (in geostatistics this is called
“the nugget”, a measuring noise for y). Namely cov(y(xi), y(xj)) = λ−1(k(xi,xj) + δi,jσ

2).

10



Table 1: Prior and posterior parameters for the Normal-Gamma conjugate family. The
expressions for θn and An are the same when λ is a known constant, just remember that in
these notes θ|λ ∼ N(θ0, λ

−1A−1
0 ) and θ ∼ |Y = y, λ ∼ N(θn, λ

−1A−1
n ) (normally, when λ is

known, it is not included in the variance-covariance matrix of θ). The more common, but
equivalent, expression β0+

1
2
(y′Ay + θ′

0A0θ0 − θ′
nAnθn) is commonly used for βn. The one

used here is more informative with minimal added computational burden.
Prior Posterior Uncorrelated Data A = I

V (θ|λ)−1 A0 An = A0 +X ′AX A0 +X ′X

E(θ|λ) θ0 θn = A−1
n (A0θ0 +X ′Ay) A−1

n (A0θ0 +X ′y)

Discrepancy d2n = (θ0 − θn)
′A0(θ0 − θn) (θ0 − θn)

′A0(θ0 − θn)

Res. SS s2n = (y −Xθn)
′A(y −Xθn) (y −Xθn)

′(y −Xθn)

λ shape α0 αn = α0 +
n
2

α0 +
n
2

λ rate β0 βn = β0 +
1
2
(s2n + d2n) β0 +

1
2
(s2n + d2n)

Figure 1: Simulated data and the true function (black curve). From left to right, top to
bottom: MAP fit (blue), that is, the resulting regression using θp

n, for p = 1, 2, . . . , 6.
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Figure 2: Marginal posterior t distributions for each parameter in the regression, for p =
1, 2, . . . , 6, using (16). The marginal posterior for λ ∼ Ga(αn, βn) is not included.

Figure 3: Posterior probability of each model, using (13).
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Figure 4: Gaussian process interpolator; examples of the t predictive distribution (depicted
with quantiles) ant various locations. The variance becomes zero at observations points and
µ(xi) = y(xi) (interpolator).

5.3 Bayesian Dynamic Linear Models (DLM)

[6] is the standard reference in this case. The general DLM is explained in section 4.2, and
the univariate DLM in p. 109 of [6]. The latter is

Yt = ϕtθt + ϵ; ϵ ∼ N(0, λ−1) (observation equation)

θt = Gtθt−1 + ϵ1; ϵ1 ∼ Np(0, λ
−1(At−1)

−1) (system equation),

with some prior θ0|λ0 ∼ N(µ0, λ
−1(A0)

−1).
For calculating the posterior distributions the strategy is the fallowing: when observing

the first Y1 = y1, the prior (given λ) for its parameter is θ1 ∼ Np(G1µ0,G1λ
−1(A0)

−1G′
1),

in which case we see that the posterior is θ1|Y1 = y1 ∼ N(µ1, λ
−1(A1)

−1), using the corre-
sponding formulas in Table 5.1. We can then repeat the process, using this a prior to obtain
the posterior θ2|Y1 = y1, Y2 = y2 etc. These become the “updating equations” as seen in
theorem 4.1 of [6]. Moreover, one can calculate the predictive distribution of Yt+1|Y t = yt

with the same formulas in Section 4.2.

6 Final comments

Other simpler models may be deduced from these general calculations, as for example stan-
dard normal sampling, setting p = 1 and X a column vector of 1’s. This last model may be
used a null model in regression, and use the Bayesian model comparison in Section 4.1.

I created a Python class, BLM, to do all the calculations and an example file with the
two examples in Regression and in GP’s, precisely the examples presented here: https:

//github.com/andreschristen/BLM
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